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short in the other body. But I will
guarantee you the American people
would not fall short on this issue. 88
percent of them in 45 States have al-
ready addressed this issue, and they
cannot wait for this Congress with its
two-thirds majority vote in both bodies
to give them the opportunity to vote
on this constitutional amendment, de-
fining, defining marriage as a union be-
tween a man and a woman.

I just went over, Mr. Speaker, before
we started the time and looked at the
dictionary. It is right to my left as we
come into the door, these hallowed
halls. And you see Members looking at
it all the time. This happens to be the
Random House Webster’s dictionary.

And listen to what they say about
the definition of marriage. ‘“The social
institution under which a man and a
woman establish their decision to live
as husband and wife by legal commit-
ments and religious ceremony’’.

That is what we are talking about.
And when Members stand up and criti-
cize and say, oh, well, what about Fed-
eralism and the power of the States?
Well, the States regulate issues such as
age of consent and consanguinity and
the rules of civil procedure and inherit-
ance, and that does not change at all.

But it just says that these activist
judges, because of a constitutional
amendment that I know one day soon
we will pass, that the definition, the
definition of marriage is that union be-
tween a man and a woman.

You know who benefits the most
from that, Mr. Speaker? You know who
benefits the most, my colleagues? It is
the children of that marriage. And do
not call me a bigot for my strong feel-
ing that a child needs a mother and fa-
ther. I feel very strongly about that.
And this is not a racial issue. There is
no hatred involved, certainly not in the
heart of MARILYN MUSGRAVE, a great
mom and wife.

The Members who really over-
whelming support this. This is the
right thing to do. And that is why we
spend time in this body, precious time,
yes, talking about our values. Our val-
ues in regard to the sanctity of life and
the sanctity of marriage.

Finally, finally, Mr. Speaker, let me
talk a little bit about the pledge of al-
legiance. You know, I believe it is the
9th District Court, we sometimes refer
to it as the Left Coast, but that would
be California for those of you who do
not know to what I am referring.

For those judges to say that it is un-
constitutional to have ‘“‘under God” in
the pledge of allegiance and make a de-
cision, Federal District Court in the
9th District which includes California
and the rest of the left coast, and to
have that say that that is applicable to
the entire United States.

No way. No way. And we are not
going to have it. We are not going to
have it. And we will be discussing and
voting on a bill tomorrow that says to
these activist judges, you Kkeep your
legal opinions away from our pledge of
allegiance. And you have no authority
whatsoever to speak in regard to that.
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If some State court wants to do it, or
some State supreme court wants to do
it, and their citizens are happy with
that, so be it. But not at the Federal
level. I am going to tell you, if they did
it in the State of Georgia we would
throw the bums out. They may em-
brace them in California, but that is
what makes this country great, you
know. I mean, different strokes for dif-
ferent folks.

But we want to make absolutely sure
that these activist Federal judges are
not taking God out of our pledge of al-
legiance, and we will have that vote,
we will have the discussion. We will
have a good discussion and then we will
have Members kind of go on record.
Those votes will not be by voice vote,
I can assure you of that, Mr. Speaker.
They will be record votes, and I really,
really look forward to that debate.

Mr. Speaker, I am going to conclude.
I think we have a very important Rules
Committee meeting coming up in a few
minutes and I need to be at that not-
ing.

But again, I wanted to thank the
leadership. I want to thank my Speak-
er and my majority leader, our con-
ference chairwoman, DEBORAH PRYCE
for giving me the opportunity to come
here tonight and spend 30 or 40 minutes
talking about values and how impor-
tant they are on our side of the aisle,
and how important they are to the
leadership.

Mr. Speaker, I think that they are
important really to all Members in this
chamber. They are good people, good
hearts, men and women on both sides
of the aisle. And I think sometimes,
though, we have a tendency to lose our
way. We have got a lot of pressure, a
lot of interest groups, a lot of advo-
cates, stakeholders wanting us to do
certain things.

But I think if we stop and think, we
do not get in too big a hurry, realize
that we do not have to rush to destroy
embryos, as an example. If we take our
time, we can get the same result with
no collateral damage. That is what it is
all about. That is what values are all
about.

So I am happy to have had this time
to share my thoughts with my col-
leagues. I look forward to tomorrow,
another day, when we will have some
very, very significant value votes in
this body. With that, I yield back.

——————

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms.
MCMORRIS). Pursuant to clause 12(a) of
rule I, the Chair declares the House in
recess subject to the call of the Chair.

Accordingly (at 9 o’clock and 28 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess
subject to the call of the Chair.

——
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AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
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tempore (Mr. SESSIONS) at 9 o’clock
and 54 minutes p.m.

———

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
S. 2754, ALTERNATIVE
PLURIPOTENT STEM CELL
THERAPIES ENHANCEMENT ACT

Mr. GINGREY, from the Committee
on Rules, submitted a privileged report
(Rept. No. 109-578) on the resolution (H.
Res. 924) providing for consideration of
the Senate bill (S. 2754) to derive
human pluripotent stem cell lines
using techniques that do not know-
ingly harm embryos, which was re-
ferred to the House Calendar and or-
dered to be printed.

———————

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois (at the request
of Ms. PELOSI) for today on account of
business in the district.

Mr. KIND (at the request of Ms.
PELOSI) for today before 3:00 p.m. on
account of illness.

Ms. MCKINNEY (at the request of Ms.
PELOSI) for today.

————

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

By unanimous consent, permission to
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders
heretofore entered, was granted to:

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mrs. MCCARTHY) to revise and
extend their remarks and include ex-
traneous material: )

Mrs. MCCARTHY, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. SKELTON, for 56 minutes, today.

Mr. EMANUEL, for 5 minutes, today.

Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today.

Ms. HERSETH, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. PALLONE, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California, for
5 minutes, today.

Mr. McDErRMOTT, for 5 minutes,
today.

Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD, for 5 min-
utes, today.

Ms. Souis, for 5 minutes, today.

Ms. KAPTUR, for 56 minutes, today.

Mr. BERRY, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. OWENS, for 5 minutes, today.

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. POE) to revise and extend
their remarks and include extraneous
material:)

Mr. JINDAL, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. JONES of North Carolina, for 5
minutes, July 24 and 25.

Mr. SHAYS, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. GILCHREST, for 5 minutes, today.

———
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED

Mrs. Haas, Clerk of the House, re-
ported and found truly enrolled bills of
the House of the following titles, which
were thereupon signed by the Speaker:

H.R. 42. An act to ensure that the right of
an individual to display the flay of the
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